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churches. Here the author has worked carefully from the sources, and 
has given us a valuable contribution to the history of liturgies. 

Chapters four to six describe the various aspects of Islam. Here 
the most interesting sections are perhaps those on the Muhammadan 
hagiology and the dervishes. 

The closing chapter describes the results of foreign missionary work 
both educational and religious. Here we have an impartial estimate 
of the work that has been accomplished during the last fifty years. 
Little has been done in the way of making direct converts to Protes- 
tantism, and the Muhammadan community remain still untouched, 
btri. vast results have been achieved through education, in the way of 
lifting the religious and moral life of the old churches, and in awakening 
the desire for political freedom. 

This book is so enlivened with anecdote and illustration that in 
addition to its scientific value it is delightful reading. 

Lewis Bayles Paton 
Hartford Theological Seminary 



THE ODES OF SOLOMON 

The publication in 1909 of the Odes of Solomon by the discoverer 
of the Syriac manuscript which contained them was followed by a 
flood of literature dealing with the various problems to which the Odes 
had given rise. All varieties and shades of opinion were set forth in 
bewildering confusion. With the promise of a second edition 1 it was 
impossible to restrain a certain curiosity as to the effect which the 
critical work of scholars for two years would have on the views advanced 
by Dr. Harris in his first edition. This alone would have secured the 
volume under review a welcome. The author has not disappointed us 
but has addressed himself seriously to his task. In a "Brief Summary 
of Recent Criticisms" he gives careful consideration to what he deems 
the most important matters that had emerged in the discussion. The 
claims of Harnack, Menzies, Bernard, Headlam, Diettrich, Wellhausen, 
and Reinach are examined and criticized. This work is marked by the 
fairness and acuteness which one has come to expect from Dr. Harris. 
He is quick to recognize suggestive lines of thought and is ready to 
show them due respect. But he is of the opinion that some time must 
elapse before "the final grains of truth are gathered from the miscellaneous 

1 The Odes and Psalms of Solomon. Published from the Syriac Version by 
J. Rendel Harris. Cambridge, 1911. 2d edition. Pp.272. 12i.net. 
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heap of opinions." In this he will find many who will agree with him. 
Meanwhile, he apparently sees no good reason for withdrawing from 
his position but will watch with interest the process of elucidation. 
A bibliography to the time of publication is given and is of value, 
but the literature on the subject is increasing with the months. 
The addition of a facsimile of the manuscript was a happy thought. 
This faces the title-page and contains Odes XXVI: 13-14; XXVII, 
XXVIII: 1-4. 

There is so little agreement regarding the problems of the Odes that 
one is wise to reserve judgment on the various theories that are being 
propounded. There is reason to hope that the patient, continuous work 
which scholars are bestowing on the whole question will before long give 
us surer ground on which to stand. The criticisms of Dr. Harris in his 
second edition render service in pointing out the weaknesses of some of 
the important attempts at solution. The chief interest of the book 
is that it gives us the reaction of the pioneer on the hypotheses which 
followed. One wonders that with the importance which the author 
attaches to the reference to the Sanctuary in Ode IV, he has given so 
little consideration to the time of Hadrian as a possible historical back- 
ground for the reference. There is a Jewish legend that the rebellion in 
the time of Hadrian was due to permission being given to rebuild the 
temple on a site slightly removed from the former one. Even the legend 
may be worthy of consideration when we are welcoming gleams of light 
from any quarter. 

The second part of his review concerns itself with a contribution of 
French scholarship. 2 The work appeared originally in the Revue biblique t 
October, 1910, January and April, ion. The translation of the Odes 
is by M. Labouet and is preceded by a short preface and a small bibli- 
ography. The greater part of the book is by Mgr. Batiffol, who is respon- 
sible for the historical and critical part of the work. This is rather 
comprehensive in scope and begins with a survey of the work which had 
already been done on the Odes at the time of writing. A number of 
sections follow containing the author's discussion of various phases of the 
question: " Le personnage de Solomon," "L'unite" d'auteur des Odes," 
"La Christologie," " Du doc6tisme de cette Christologie," "La soteriologie 
des Odes," "Observations complementaires et conclusions." The con- 
clusions reached are: The Odes were originally written in Greek, from 

3 Les Odes de Solomon, une auvre chrUienne des environs de Van 100-120. Tra- 
duction francaise et introduction historique by J. Labouet et P. Batiffol. Paris: 
Librairie Victor Lecoffre, 1011. Pp. 123. 
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which they were translated into Syriac; apart from interpolations they 
are the work of one author; the "Solomon" of the title is but a literary 
device; the Odes are quite strongly docetic in character but the docetism 
is not that of the great heresiarchs Valentinus, Basilides, or Marcion, 
but rather a phase such as that which Ignatius combats; the writer of 
the Odes represents a mysticism which is on the margin between Catholic 
orthodoxy and heresy. Its provenance is Syria or Asia and its date 
100-120 A.D. 

The work of Mgr. Batiffol is carefully done, at times almost tediously 
so, and the ground is well covered. Dr. Harris indicates in his second 
edition his sense of the importance of this work, at that time unfinished. 
The parts of greatest interest are the discussions on the docetic and 
mystic elements of the Odes. In these we find the best contribution 
of the author. The use of the name "Solomon" scarcely merits the 
attention given to it. Occasionally one feels a sense of limitation 
imposed by the author's presuppositions, but on the whole the discus- 
sion is strong and quite suggestive and will be of assistance in a solution 
of the whole problem. 

Ernest W. Parsons 
The University of Chicago 



